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The report will be the subject of sig-
nificant debate over the coming weeks
and months and maybe even years, as
it should be. Nobody should be cavalier
about the risks that are associated
with the release of this information,
but this is a discussion our country
needs to have.

Although I am still reviewing the re-
port, a couple of things are pretty clear
at the outset.

First, the use of so-called enhanced
interrogation techniques failed to se-
cure accurate information or coopera-
tion from detainees. The very first
finding of the report says:

While being subjected to the CIA’s
enhanced interrogation techniques and
afterwards, multiple CIA detainees fab-
ricated information, resulting in faulty
intelligence. Detainees provided fab-
ricated information on critical intel-
ligence issues, including the terrorist
threats which the CIA identified as its
highest priorities.

Not only has torture not made the
country safer, it may have made us less
safe—at least according to this report.

Second, the report reveals that the
CIA withheld information from the
FBI, the State Department, and the Di-
rector of the Office of National Intel-
ligence. It denied access to detainees
and provided inaccurate information
about the interrogation tactics. Infor-
mation was withheld from former Sec-
retary of State Colin Powell out of con-
cern he would ‘‘blow his stack if he
were to be briefed on what’s been going
on.” The CIA repeatedly misled Con-
gress and impeded oversight by its own
inspector general.

The report rebuts any notion that
these brutal tactics led to actionable
intelligence that made our country
safer. It highlights the lengths to
which people systematically misled
other agencies, the Congress, and for
years the American people. But most
significantly, this report—and I thank
the Presiding Officer for his service on
the Intelligence Committee. It is a
committee that by definition people
can’t learn very much about, and I
know it takes a lot of time and an
awful lot of work that can go under-
appreciated. But this week we are
learning why the work on that com-
mittee is so important.

Most significantly, as I was saying,
this report has reminded us that the
use of torture is completely at war
with who we are as a country and the
ideals we hold. Throughout our coun-
try’s history, our American values—
the notion that all people are endowed
by their Creator with certain
unalienable, sustainable rights—have
sustained us through our most difficult
times. They helped us triumph in
World War II and eventually led to the
fall of communism during the Cold
War. They have attracted millions of
immigrants to our shores. They in-
spired generations of Americans to rec-
tify the inequality that exists in their
own time to create a more perfect
union. In fact, the values of democracy

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

and human dignity are what brought
my mother and her family to the
United States after surviving the hor-
rors of the Holocaust in Poland. It was
a place that they called beautiful
America, as much an idea as it was a
place to them. Torture is repugnant to
these fundamental American ideals.

It is often said that the strength of
our democratic institutions is tested
during times of crisis. Understanding
what happened and ensuring we won’t
use torture again will help our demo-
cratic institutions persevere in the fu-
ture and serve future generations as
well as the generations that were here
before. It will demonstrate that we are
better and we are stronger than our en-
emies. It will ensure that our uniquely
American values will continue to in-
spire people like my mother and her
parents all across the globe.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

HAVEN ACT

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent to engage in a colloquy
with my colleagues Chairman LEVIN of
the Committee on Armed Services and
Chairman JOHNSON of the Committee
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REED. I join with my colleagues
to speak about the inclusion of the
HAVEN Act in the National Defense
Authorization Act we are considering
today. The HAVEN Act, which I spon-
sored along with Senator JOHANNS, au-
thorizes a pilot program to help make
repairs or modifications that are nec-
essary for disabled or low-income vet-
erans to stay in their homes. The
HAVEN Act lies within the jurisdiction
of the Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs, to which it has been
referred. However, working in close co-
ordination with the chairman of the
banking committee, we were able to in-
clude this measure in the NDAA bill, in
recognition of its potential to assist
veterans of our armed services who are
in need; isn’t that correct, Chairman
JOHNSON?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Sen-
ator REED is correct, I thank him for
working with me on this matter and
for his continued advocacy on behalf of
veterans.

Mr. LEVIN. I would like to thank
both Senator REED and Chairman
JOHNSON for working with our com-
mittee to include the HAVEN Act
within the bill we are considering
today.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
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proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness, with Senators permitted to speak
for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

TRIBUTE TO JAMES BAKER

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, James
Baker has served the State of Vermont
with great distinction over many
years, and I was saddened when he an-
nounced his retirement in 2009 after 3
decades with the Vermont State Po-
lice. To no one’s surprise, he finished
his tenure there at the top, as com-
mander.

But we knew retirement would not
last long for a man of his talents.

In 2010, Jim Baker answered the call
to step in where he was most needed,
taking the helm of the Rutland City
Police Department when the depart-
ment and the community were beset by
turmoil. Chief Baker’s leadership and
loyalty was infections, and his plan to
serve for only a few months turned into
a few years.

During that time, Chief Baker pulled
together a team of committed neigh-
bors, businesspeople and community
organizers to face the challenges head-
on. They tackled blighted neighbor-
hoods and encouraged new investment.
They sent a strong message to drug
dealers: NOT in our community. And
they developed a statistical mapping
system to reduce crime in the city’s
worst-hit blocks. This effort, known as
“Project VISION,” has shown great
success.

With Rutland now on a steady
course, one might think Chief Baker
would again be thinking of retirement,
but that will not be the case. Instead,
Jim Baker will be bringing his leader-
ship talents to Washington D.C., where
he will serve as director of law enforce-
ment and support with the Inter-
national Association of Chiefs of Po-
lice.

Rutland’s loss is our Nation’s gain. I
look forward to a continued working
relationship with Jim, and thank him
for his dedication and leadership to the
State of Vermont. I ask that the fol-
lowing profile of Jim Baker, which re-
cently appeared in the Vermont weekly
Seven Days, be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From Seven Days, Nov. 19, 2014]
INFLUENTIAL POLICE CHIEF HAS A NEW GIG
(By Mark Davis)

When Jim Baker first took over Rutland’s
scandal-plagued police department in the
winter of 2012, he had a running joke with
the mayor.

In department-head meetings during which
a particularly vexing problem arose, Baker
would hold up his city-issued notebook and
point to the first word of his job title.
“Mayor, mayor, look—‘interim,” OK?”’ Baker
would say to Mayor Chris Louras. ‘‘That
question is for the next guy.”

Baker, a former head of the Vermont State
Police, initially signed on for a six-month
stint as Rutland’s chief of police. Nearly
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